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REMARKS 

These remarks are in reqwnse to the Office Action daied January 14, 2008, has a 
shortened statutory period for response set to expire April 14, 2008. A three-nionth extrasion, to 
expire July 1 4, 2008, is requested in a petition filed herewith. 

Claims 1 , 2, 4-9, 1 2-1 5, 1 7i 22; 26-28, 30-35. 37-42, 45-56, and 58-67 are pending in the 
above-identified appUcation. Claims 1, 2, 4-9, 12-15, 17, 22, 26-28, 30-35, 37-42, 45^56, and 
58-60 are rejected over prior art. Claims 61-67 are withdrawn by the Examines ^. being dkected 
to anon-elected invention. Claims 1, 7, 14, 22, 26-28, 30-33, 45, 53, 54, 56, snd 58-60 are 
amended. Claims 3, 10-1 1, 16, 1^21, 23-25> 29, 36, 43-44, and 57 are canceled. Claims 2, 4-6, 
8-9, 12-13, 15, 17, 34-35, 37-42, 46-52. 55. and 61-67 remain as originally filed or previously 
presented. Reconsideration is reqacsted. 

Election / Restrictions 

Claims 61-67 are withdrawn firom consideration by the Exdmuier as bettifg directed to a 
non-elected invention. 

Applicants respectfully traverse. 

Claim 61 was added to accept subject matter indicate to be alloi^bie in the prior office 
action* In particular. Claim 61 was added to combine the limitation^ of indicated allowable 
Claim 42, base Claims 34, and intervening Claims 40 and 41 » Therefore, Claim 61 is directed to 
an invention that was previously claimed, searched and considered, and would not require 
different search and consideration. 

Claims 62-67 depend, either directly or indirectly, fitim Claim 61 and are similar to prior 
dependent claims 35-39. 

For at least the foregoing reasons. Applicants respectfully request, rejoinder and 
allowance of Claims 61 -67 
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Rdections Under 35 U,S,C> S 103 

Claims 7-9, 12-15, 17, 22, 26-27, 48-53, 55, 56, and 60 ai» rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 1 03 as being unpateitable over Haessig in view of admitted priot ait 

Claims 7-9, 12-13. and 48-50 

As indicated in the interview summary set forth above, the Exammer azui Applicants' 
attorney collaborated to develop specific claim langw^e to overcome the rejections over Haessig 
in view of admitted prior art. As amended herein, Claim 7 now includes the kgiKcdupon 
language. Therefore, withdrawal of the rejection of Clarni 7 is respectfiiUy requested Claims 8- 
9, 12-13» and 48-50 depend either directly or indirectly firam Claim 7 lire, thciefore, 
distinguished over Haessig in view of admitted prior art for at leasi Che same reasc^iis as Claim 7 

Claims 14, 15. 17. 51-52 

As amended herein, independent Claim 14 now mcludes the langjuage agreed upon to 
overcome the rejections over Haessig. Claims 15, 17, and 51-52 def^d^ either directly or 
indirectly, from Claim 14 and are, therefore, distinguished over Haessig.iUi view of admitted 
prior art for at least the same reasons. 

Claims 22 and 5S-S6 

Claim 22 is a method claim. As amended herein. Claim 22 now recites (in part): 
"preassembling said flow control unit" and 'installing said pieasscmbled flow contrbl unit in an 
HV AC system." The added language is similar, but not identical, to the agreed upon language 
added to the device claims. However, the added language clarifies that the flow control xmit is 
preassembled and then installed in an HVAC system. Therefore, Claim 22 is distinguished over 
Haessig in view of admitted prior art for at least the reasons provided above with respect to 
Claims 7 and 14. 
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Claims 26-27 

Claim 26 is a method claim and is amended herein to now fecite (in part): **preassembling 
said flow control unit" and "installing said prcassembled flow control unit in an HVAC system/' 
Claim 26 is, therefore, distinguishable over Uaessig in view of admitted prior art for at least the 
same reasons iMX)vidcd above with re^ct to Claim 22, Claim 27 depends from Claim 26 and is. 
th(^fore» disthiguished for at least &e same reasons. 

Claims S3>S4 

Claim S3 is a method claim and is amended herein to now recite (in part): *'preassembling 
said flow control unit" and 'installing said preassembled flow control unit in an HVAC system." 
Claim 53 is, therefore, distinguishable over Haessig in view of admitted prior art for at least the 
same reasons provided above witii respect to Claim 22. Claim 54 depends frocn Claim 53 and is^ 
tiierefore, distinguished for at least the same reasons. 

Claim 60 

As amended herein> independent Claim 60 now includes the Mtgibage agreed upon to 
overcome the rejections over HaesMg. Therefore, Claim 60 is distinguished over Haessig in 
view of admitted prior art. 

Claims 1-2, 4-6, 28. 30-35, 37-42, 45-47, 53, 54, 58, and 59 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 1 03 as being unpatentable over Haessig in view of admitted prior art, and further in view of 
Noboru. 

r f|tims 1 -2. 4>6, and 46-47 

As amended herein, independent Claim 1 now includes the laii^age agreed upon to 
overcome the rejections over Haessig. Therefore, Claim I is distinguished over Haessig in view 
of admitted prior art, and ftirthcr in view of Noboru. Claims 2, 4-6, and 46-47 depend, either 
directly or indirectly, from Claim: 1 and are, therefore, distiriguished for at least the same reasons 
as Claim 1. 
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Claims 28, 30-33. and 58-59 

Claim 28 is a method claim and is amended herein to t>ow recite (in part): "preassanbling 
said flow control unil" and "installing said preasscmbled flow control unit in an HVAC system.'* 
Claim 28 is, therefore, distinguishable over die cited prior art for at least.the samee.reasons 
provided above with fespect to Claim 22. Claims 58-59 and 30-33 depend, either directly or 
indirectly, from Claim 28 and are, therefore, distinguished for at least the same reasons. 

Claims 34-3S and ^7-42 

Independent Claim 34 is not amended. Applicants respectfully ayer Aat Claim 34 is 
patentable over the cited prior art, because Claim 34 claims a systeni of ^o flow control units 
for controlling the tlow of air into and out of a room in combination Ayith a mutual control unit 
The cited iwior art does not disclose these features of Claim 34. Claims 35 and 37*42 depend, 
either directly or indirectly, from Claim 34 and are, diereforci, allowable over the cited prior art 
for at least the same reasons. 

Claim 45 

Claim 45 depends fiom Claim 22 and is, therefore, distinguidied over the cited primary 
reference for at least the same reasons provided above with respect to Claim 22. 

Claims 53 and 54 

Claim 53 is a method claim and is amended herein to now recite (in part): ""preassembling 
said flow control unit'' and "installing said preassembled flow control unit in an HVAC system,** 
Claim 53 is, therefore, distinguishable over the cited prior art for at least the sanie reasons 
provided above with respect to Claim 22. Claim 54 dqxmds from Claim 53 and is, therefore, 
distinguished fin- at least the same reasons. 

For the above reasons Applicants request reconsideration and wiflidrawal of the 
rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03.; 
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RECEIVED 
CBITRALFW( CENTER 

JUL 1 4 2008 



For the foTegoing reasons. Applicants believe Claims 1, 2, 4-9, 12-15, 17> 22, 26-28, 30- 
35, 37-42, 45-56, and 58-67 aie inicondition for allowance. Should the Examiner undertake any 
action other than allowance of all pending claims, or if the Examiner has any questioiis or 
suggestions for expediting the prosecution of this application, the Examiner is requested to 
contact Applicants' attorney at (261^) 279-8820. 

Respectfully submitted. 



Date: 
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Larry E. Henneman, Jr , Reg, Nb. 41,063 
Attorney for Ai^licatit($). 
Henn^nan & Associates, YLQ 
714 W. Michigan Ave; 
Three Rivers, Ml 49093 
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